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DONALD McLACHLAN says that in criticisms over Philby

we should beware of falling for Communist propaganda

~T is a sad week for Britain in.

4 which the public is asked to
pelieve—Dby a “ quality " newspaper
—that Kim Philby was in the run-
ning for the top job in the Secret
Service and the Foreign Secretary
is asked to explain -— by the
B.B.C.s most “quality”

alcohol. o

Was it ever really on the cards,
one may ask, that Mr. George
Brown would come "into the
Foreign Office and find in charge of
one of his most difficult and impor-
tant departments a man whose
drinking habits were notorious and
who had been a Soviet agent since
the early ’thirties? The answer is
certainly No; but only the Daily
Sketch, of all the newspapers on

the Philby trail last Monday, took

the trouble to ask the one man
likely to know the answer. T

Major-General Sir Stewart Men
;~ies, head of Philby’s service from
1939 to 1951, said, “He would never

t have been head of MIG.” Why?
.} Because ‘““he was never very big in

the organisation” and, Sir Stewart
might have added, this has always
been a3 job for men from the Ser-
vices. It may suit Philby to let the
Russians think that he had such
exalted preosects; but I should be
surprised if they believed him.

It will fall to Mr. Brown to

| answer questions in the House pro-
L voked by the revival of interest in

the Philby affair and its conractions

with the defection of Burgess and
Maclean. It will doubtless be poin-

“ted out by the Opposition that this

operation in treachery was at its

. height under the Labour Govern-

ment of 1945-51; that Burgess was
for two years assistant private

. secretary .to'the late Hector McNeil
. when Minister of State, Foreign

Office; that, however inexplicable
Mr. Macmillan’s public clearance of

. Philby may now seem, this is not an

affair that can be pinned singly on .

the Tories. This is a-bi-partisan lia- - )
P © answer as one would expect if one:

the !
Pfo- 3

bility.

Omne begins to feel a little sorry
for Mr. Brown: indeed, there were
moments during his television per-
formance the other night when I
felt very sorry for him as a victim
of the Cudlipp-Day squeeze. Minis-

ters do not normallyA@EWe

B.B.C. to put to them qlleStions for-

‘mulated by the Daily Mirror.

pre=-
i gramme—to defend his use of

Mr, Brown himself five years ago
hounded Mr. Galbraith, then Under-.
Secretary of State for Scotland, into
resigning, with allegations concern-
"ing the Vassall case; how the Sun-
day Pictorial bought Vassall's letters
and how on Nov. 5, 1962, Mr.
Brown alleged in the House of Com-.
- mons that these * indicated a degree:
of Ministerial responsibility which
t goes far beyond the ordinary busi-
i ness of a Minister in charge.”’

I recalled, too, how the Rad-
cliffe Tribunal of Inquiry found that

‘the letters were “entirely innocuous” -
eir “never more
than ftrivial and always correct.” fact, be an old-boy -net, like its
Has Mr. Brown no memory, no con--’

and their contents

science, when he asks to be

left
alone? :

The digression may seem irrele-
vant. It is not, because the revival of
the Philby affair has provoked a fresh
wave of anti-gentleman, down-
with-the-old-boy-ring, let’s-expose-
the-Establishment fervour, of which
the Labour party has in the past

been such a beneficiary. The impli- -
cation is that the Secret Service is 1§

a closed circle which- should be
“exposed”; that it is probably
decadent and inefficient; that it

-~ should be “cleaned up” and z.-

leased from its “class loyalties.”

This is, of course, one of the
favourite lines of Communist propa-
ganda, although many people do -
know that, It showed itself duriz;,

the Fuchs ¢ase, during the whole .
Blake affair and most conspicuously :

during the Burgess and Maclea:

episode. It inspired in the Press.
much unfair and ignorant comment. ;

_ How, one may ask, is a secret ser-
vice to be defended against the kind
of misinformation one finds in the

‘. book by Lonsdale, the Russian spy °

' who was sent back in exchange for

Wynne, in Philby's own alleged

statements and in other material§,
Soviet- § -

coming from Soviet or
inspired sources? Silence g
only possible answer:

the
the same .

attempted to expose either
T.U.C. or the Newspaper
prietors’ Association, or the Con-
federation of British Industry,

Then, however, I recalled how |~
"be cexamined by work study and

" responsibility of the busy Prime

- shown.

! wartime osen
; safeguards: Blake got in via naval

| tions, traitors and .long-undctected
" spies is no less disturbing than our
~own. ' Even

-mat), Bucar, Cascio, Verber, Dorey,

"The service is not onhe that can

management experts; or by select
committee of the House; or even
by Privy Councillors. It is the sole

Minister and- the even busier For-
cign Secretary. But there are lines
of defence which might be used
with more skill than has so far been

A secret body must be a co-|
opted one; it cannot be chosen by
competitive examination. Its mem-
bers must be highly educated, loyal,
intelligent, ruthless, secretive and
ready 'to be lonely. The ficld is at
once greatly restricted; it' must, in

Soviet, French and American
counterparts, If it has shown a par-
tiality for gentlemen, that is on a
par with the Soviet preference for
good' party members, .

It might, too, be pointed out how
expansion loosened the

intelligence, when Interpreters in
Germany 'were short. Peacetime con-
traction overlooked Philby.

It should also be pointed out
that the American record of defec-

the

Krogers—the most important Soviet 4
spies detected here—escaped from
the United States, -

Here is the American list, for
anyone who has forgotten: Hiss,
Soble, Soblen, Gold, the Rosen- .
bergs, Slack, Greenglass, Brothman, -
Moskowitz, Abel, Coplon, Hayna-
hen, Scarbeck (the Warsaw diplo-

Longdale and

Sobell, Boeckenhaupt. To which
should be added the post-graduate
cypher experts Martin and Mitchell”
who fled to Russia via Cuba rather
in the way that Burgess and
Maclean left via France—but in less
of a hurry.

It is just not fair—and I suspect
it s not true—to say. whenever
Philby's or any other case .is men-

tioned that the United States will be *
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“even more suspicious” of our

securlty methods. - Approved For Release 2006/01/30 : CIA-RDP70B00338R000300220028-1

We should also be particularly
suspicious of another line that re-
appears on these occasions: it is

_that the intelligentsia of the

"thirties, disillusionad by unemploy-
ment and appeasement, naturally
saw mnothing wrong in serving
Stalin’s Russia; Philby and others
like him were the ideological rebels
of their day, and should therefore
be not without honour.

I leave this to the judgment of

the scores, of thousands of men and

women, of the same degree of in-

telligence and with varying politic

cal beliefs, who worked then—and
work now—in complete lovalty to
their country and their colleagues
at tasks of the greatest secrecy.
Those who harp on the Philby story
as if it were the beginning and end
of British Intelligence run the risk
of undermining that loyalty by
advertising a bogus set of values.
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